REMARKS 

By this Amendment, claims 1-50 are amended. Thus, claims 1-50 are active in 
the application. Reexamination and reconsideration of the application are respectfully 
requested. 

Minor editorial revisions have been made to the specification and abstract in order 
to correct grammatical and idiomatic errors and aid the Examiner in further consideration 
of the application. No nevy matter has been added via the revisions to the specification 
and abstract . 

At the top of page 2 of the Office Action, claims 1-50 were objected to because of 
the identified informalities. In particular, the Examiner believed that the intended 
meaning of making the mover freely vibrate and a free vibration state of the mover were 
unclear. The term "free vibration" is a general technological term of engineering that is 
the antonym of "forced vibration." In other words, the term "free vibration" means a 
vibration that occurs without an external force causing the vibration. The term "free 
vibration" is a technological term known to those skilled in the art, and can include 
attenuation by viscosity, for example. The phrase "making the mover freely vibrate" 
means that the mover is allowed to vibrate without the imposition of an external force 
causing a forcing vibration. 

Accordingly, the Applicants respectfully submit that the limitations "making the 
mover freely vibrate" and "a free vibration state," as recited in the claimed invention, are 
definite and would be understood by those skilled in the art. 

In addition, claims 1-50 were objected to because the phrase "a spring constant 
decision unit for deciding a spring constant" was believed to be misleading. In particular, 
the Examiner asserted that a spring constant is not decided , but calculated or determined. 
Claims 1 and 5 have each been amended to recite a "spring constant decision unit for 
calculating a spring constant," as kindly suggested by the Examiner. 

Accordingly, in view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, the Applicants 
respectfully request that the objection to claims 1-50 be withdrawn. 

At the top of page 3 of the Office Action, claims 1-50 were rejected under 35 
U.S.C. § 1 12, first paragraph, as being based on a disclosure which is not enabling. 
Specifically, the Examiner asserted that claims which fail to recite something other than a 
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constant (e.g., spring constant or mass/spring ratio) are not enabled by the disclosure, 
because such claims lack a recitation of essential subject matter which allows the claimed 
apparatuses to operate properly. The Examiner asserted that the driving current and 
driving voltage are needed for calculating the position of the mover. 

To overcome this rejection, independent claims 1,5, 13 and 17 have each been 
amended to recite the mover position calculation unit as calculating the position of the 
mover on the basis of a driving current and a driving voltage which are applied to the 
linear vibration motor. Accordingly, claims 1,5, 13 and 17, as well as the claims 
depending therefrom, positively recite the essential subject matter which allows for the 
claimed apparatuses to calculate the position of the mover. 

In view of the amendments to claims 1,5, 13 and 17, the Applicants respectfully 
submit that the inventions of claims 1-50 comply with the enablement requirement of 35 
U.S.C. § 1 12, first paragraph. Therefore, the Applicants respectfully request that the 
rejection of claims 1-50 under 35 U.S.C. § 112, first paragraph, be withdrawn. 

The Applicants thank the Examiner for kindly indicating, on page 3 of the Office 
Action, that claims 1-50 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome their rejection 
under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, first paragraph. 

Accordingly, having overcome the rejection of claims 1-50 under 35 U.S.C. § 
1 12, first paragraph, and having overcome their objection, the Applicants respectfully 
submit that claims 1-50 are now clearly in condition for allowance. 

In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, it is respectfully submitted 
that the present application is clearly in condition for allowance. An early notice thereof 
is respectfiiUy solicited. 



-35- 



If, after reviewing this Amendment, the Examiner feels there are any issues 
remaining which must be resolved before the application can be passed to issue, the 
Examiner is respectfully requested to contact the undersigned by telephone in order to 
resolve such issues. 



JRB/nrj 

Washington, D.C. 20006-1021 
Telephone (202) 721-8200 
Facsimile (202) 721-8250 
August 16, 2006 



Respectfully submitted, 



Mitsuo UEDA et al. 
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